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and fortify our whole seacoast. It is said that, in some way,
the taxes get us ready for war, and yet in fact we are not
ready for war. It is plain that this argument is only a
pretense put forward to try to cover the real motives of
protection. If we prefer to go without army, navy, and
fortifications, as we now do, then the best way to get ready
for war, consistently with that policy, is to get as rich as we
can. Then we can count on buying anything in the world
which anybody else has got and which we need. Protection,
then, which lessens our wealth, is only diminishing our
power for war.
(R) THAT PKOTECTIONISM PRODUCES SOME GEEAT
MORAL ADVANTAGES.
136.   It is a very suspicious thing when a man who sets
out to discuss an economic question shifts over on the
** moral" ground.   Not because economics and morals have
nothing to do with each other.   On the contrary, they meet
at a common boundary line, and, when both are sound,
straight and consistent lines run from one into the other.
Capital is the first requisite of all human effort for goods
of any kind, and the increase of capital is therefore the
expansion of chances that intellectual, moral, and spiritual
good may be won.   The moral question is:  How will the
chances be used?    If, then, the economic analysis shows
that protective taxes lessen capital, it follows that thpse
taxes lessen the regular chances for all higher good.
137.   It is argued that hardship disciplines a man and
is good for him;   hence, that the free traders, who want
people to do what is easiest, would corrupt them, and that
protectionists, by "making work," bring in salutary dis-
cipline for the people.   This is the effect upon those who
pay the taxes.   The counter-operation on the beneficiaries
of the system I have never seen developed.   Bastiat said